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EXAMINER'S ANSWER 



This is in response to the appeal brief filed 21 July 2005. 
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(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying the real party in interest is contained in the brief. 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

The brief does not contain a statement identifying the related appeals and 
interferences which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the 
decision in the pending appeal is contained in the brief. Therefore, it is presumed that 
there are none. The Board, however, may exercise its discretion to require an explicit 
statement as to the existence of any related appeals and interferences. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of the claims contained in the brief is correct. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 

The appellant's statement of the status of amendments after final rejection 
contained in the brief is correct. 

(5) Summary of Invention 

The summary of invention contained in the brief is correct. 
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(6) Issues 

The appellant's statement of the issues in the brief is correct. 

(7) Claims Appealed 

The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix to the brief is correct. 

(8) Prior Art of Record 

Brisebois (U.S. Patent 6,219,679 B1), filed 18 March 1998, issued 17 April 2001. 
Littlefield (U.S. Patent 6,564,208 81), filed 24 February 2000, issued 13 May 

2003. 

(9) Grounds of Rejection 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 6-7, 12-13, 18-19. and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brisebois (U.S. Patent 6,219,679 B1) in view of Littlefield (U.S. 
Patent 6,564,208 81). 

As per claims 1, 7, 13, and 19, Brisebois discloses a method, apparatus, 
computer program product and computer system containing a processor and memory 
for bookmarking a section of a Web page including storing a network address (or URL) 
of the page (See Brisebois, Figure 3A, and Column 4, lines 62-63), storing the section 
of the page such that when the network address is used to access and display the 
page, the section of the page is displayed (See Brisebois, Column 1, lines 54-67), the 
section storing step including storing a current size of a window within which the page is 
displayed (See Brisebois, Figure 3C, and Column 5, lines 33-36), and storing positions 
of scroll boxes in scroll bars in the window (See Brisebois, Figure 3D, and Column 5, 
lines 49-53). Brisebois does not disclose expressly storing font attributes of the 
displayed page. Littlefield discloses storing font attribute information within a search 
result web page. (See Littlefield, Column 5, lines 49-59). Brisebois and Littlefield are 
analogous art because they are from the same field of endeavor of storing Web page 
information. At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the storing of font attribute information of Littlefield 
with the storing of the section of the Web page of Brisebois. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to display the text items of the Web page that contain non-default font 
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attributes using the non-default font attributes specified in the Web page. (See 
Littlefield, Column 5, lines 54-59). Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine 
Littlefield with Brisebois for the benefit of displaying text using the font attributes 
specified in the Web page to obtain the invention as defined in claims 1, 7, 13, and 19. 

As per claims 6, 12, 18, and 24, Brisebois and Littlefield disclose the limitations 
of claims 5, 1 1 , 17, and 23 as described above. Brisebois also discloses storing X-Y 
coordinates of the window and the scroll boxes. (See Brisebois, Figure 3A, Column 4, 
lines 62-67, Column 5, lines 1-2, and Column 6, lines 45-53). 

(10) Response to Argument 

With regard to Appellant's argument on Pages 5-6 of the Appeal Brief that the 
prior art of record fails to disclose or teach storing font attributes when bookmarking a 
page, the Office respectfully disagrees. Littlefield teaches storing font attribute 
information in a search result Web page (See Littlefield, Column 5, lines 54-59). 
Further, it is well known in the art that Web pages, in the form of program code 
providing instruction to a computer processor, are stored in some form of memory. 
Littlefield further teaches that instructions sent to a processor are stored in non-volatile 
media or volatile media, such as optical or magnetic disks, or dynamic memory, such as 
main memory (See Littlefield, Column 7, lines 23-30). Storing search result Web pages 
allows a user accessing the search results through a browser to navigate forward and 
backward among Web pages listing search results. The font attribute information is 
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stored in tiie Web page, as tauglit by Littlefield, and the Web page is stored, 
consequently, ttie font attribute information stored within the Web page is stored along 
with the Web page. 

With regard to Appellant's argument on Pages 6-8 of the Appeal Brief 
questioning the motivation for combining the bookmarking of Brisebois and the search 
results of Littlefield, the Office respectfully notes that search results are often 
bookmarked by users who may desire to return to a listing of search results at a later 
time without having to recreate or re-enter the conditions of the search. The motivation 
for storing the font attribute information stored in the search result Web pages of 
Littlefield with the bookmarking system and method of Brisebois would be for the benefit 
of retrieving sections of search results while preserving the original theme of a Web site. 
For instance, a search result for "Halloween" would return a result title in a "gothic" font 
to stand out from other search results. 

For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 
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